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In Rhode Island, for example, the 

Providence Journal reported a typical 
story, that of George Tarbox and his 
wife. Mr. Tarbox and his wife were the 
perennial house rich and cash poor 
family. They purchased their home in 
1958. They paid off the mortgage, but 
they were facing very difficult cir-
cumstances. They were on a fixed in-
come, like most seniors. And they 
needed the resources to simply live. 
The choice between eating and buying 
medicine is very difficult. The reverse 
mortgage program allowed them to 
meet their needs. They were able to 
pay off their original mortgage. They 
were able to make their daily expenses. 
They were able to get the proceeds and 
resources that they needed to live. And 
this is just a typical story, a very, very 
good typical story of the effectiveness 
of the reverse mortgage program. 

Today, with action on S. 562, we are 
sending a very strong message out to 
those unscrupulous operators who 
might try to prey on seniors that we 
are going to take a tough, tough hard 
stand. This program is there. It is for 
seniors. It is not for speculators. It is 
for seniors. It is not for those who prey 
on seniors. And it allows seniors to 
have access, through their home, to the 
resources they need to lead lives of de-
cency and dignity. 

I am so pleased with Senator 
D’AMATO and Senator MACK for their 
leadership on this, and for my col-
leagues who joined in sponsoring this 
legislation. I hope that it will move 
quickly through the Congress, the 
President will sign it, and we will give 
HUD the tools that it needs to eradi-
cate this detestable practice, and allow 
the seniors of America to fully enjoy 
what they have worked so hard for, 
their homes and the proceeds of their 
homes. 

Thank you very much, Mr. President. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator suggest the absence of a 
quorum? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I do sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HUTCHINSON). Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

The Senator from New Hampshire is 
recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President, it is not my intention to use 
the full 30 minutes, I say to any col-
league who may be waiting or intend-
ing to speak. 

f 

SYMPATHY FOR FLOOD VICTIMS 

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President, first of all, I will comment 
on the remarks made by the distin-

guished Senator from North Dakota, 
Senator DORGAN, during the time that 
I was in the chair regarding the ter-
rible tragedy of the floods in North Da-
kota, Minnesota, and the West. He did 
an outstanding presentation in terms 
of the extreme acts of heroism that 
have taken place in that region of the 
country. 

One of the great things about Amer-
ica and the American people is the ca-
pacity that they have to reach back in 
times of great crisis—whether it be 
war, flood, earthquake, or whatever 
—and help their neighbors. Certainly, 
Senator DORGAN captured in great de-
tail and with a great personal touch 
that terrible tragedy. Of course, our 
hearts and prayers are with them as 
they go through this terrible time. 

f 

GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWNS 
Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Also, 

Mr. President, I want to comment on a 
piece of legislation that two of my col-
leagues, Senator MCCAIN, and the Sen-
ator from Texas, Senator HUTCHISON, 
introduced regarding the prevention of 
the Government shutdown. 

We went through this game, as you 
know, last year, and wound up having 
the Government shut down and inno-
cent people, who were doing a good job 
in their capacity working for the Gov-
ernment, were caught in this whipsaw 
of conflict between the Congress and 
the President. 

Senator HUTCHISON and Senator 
MCCAIN have brought forth this amend-
ment, this idea, which essentially will 
see that that does not happen. I am a 
bit surprised, given the amount of crit-
icism that we took from the President 
on the Government shutdown—he gave 
us most of the blame, although he, I 
think, deserves equal credit, if you 
will—at the opposition, stated opposi-
tion to this amendment by the Presi-
dent. I hope the President could sup-
port a proposal which eliminates the 
threat of a Government shutdown as 
we work toward getting a budget 
agreement. 

Basically, it locks in place spending 
at last year’s appropriation levels until 
we do it, and not shut down the Federal 
Government. I hope the President will 
reconsider that and endorse this pro-
posal which I believe will be attached 
to the supplemental, and see that we 
do not have a Government shutdown 
again, and that Congress and the Presi-
dent get together and do what the 
American people want them to do, 
which is come to a budget agreement 
that balances the budget, that really 
balances the budget by the year 2002— 
no smoke and mirrors—and that we get 
entitlement reform, we get some tax 
relief for the American people, and do 
it all. 

If there is gridlock because we do not 
get that agreement, then the people 
who are trying to run the Federal Gov-
ernment, from passing out the Social 
Security checks to immigration, visas 
and so forth, that we do not get those 
people again caught in that conflict. 

I commend my colleagues for that 
and am pleased to be a supporter of it. 

f 

TERM LIMITS FOR FEDERAL 
JUDGES 

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President, earlier this week I intro-
duced a piece of legislation that no 
doubt will create some discussion, if 
not controversy, around the country. It 
involves the term limits for judges— 
Federal judges. 

This is something that, of course, 
would change the Constitution, so it 
would be a constitutional amendment. 
For over 200 years we have had lifetime 
appointments for judges, so I did not 
expect to have 100 Senators and all 
Members of the House, and everybody 
writing in, all over America, sup-
porting this proposal, as soon as I in-
troduced the proposal. 

However, I do hope, as people think 
about it and carefully consider it, they 
begin to realize how important I think 
this change to our Constitution would 
be. I think, frankly, Jefferson and 
Hamilton would support the amend-
ment if they were here today, because 
if they could look back on history and 
see what has happened in the Federal 
Judiciary, I think they would agree 
with me it is time we put term limits 
on judges. 

Senator SHELBY of Alabama has 
joined me in this effort. We call it Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 26. It is a con-
stitutional amendment for term limits 
for judges. When I introduced the 
amendment a couple of days ago I did 
not have the opportunity, because of 
debate on the Chemical Weapons Con-
vention, I did not have the opportunity 
to make a few remarks. I want to take 
this time to do that. 

Mr. President, the Framers of our 
Constitution intended that the judicial 
branch, which was created by article 
III in the Constitution, would have a 
limited role. That was their strong be-
lief, that the role be limited, and that 
they be an equal partner in the three 
parts of our Government. They be-
lieved in the necessity of judicial re-
straint, and they recognized, and said 
so, the danger of judicial activism. 

Now, in Federalist No. 48, James 
Madison wrote that to combine the ju-
dicial power with executive and legisla-
tive authority would be the very defini-
tion of tyranny. Madison’s own words— 
‘‘The very definition of tyranny.’’ To 
repeat, to combine the judicial power 
with executive and judicial authority 
would be the very definition of tyr-
anny. 

Thomas Jefferson said, ‘‘The very no-
tion that the Supreme Court should 
have the final word on constitutional 
questions is a very dangerous doctrine, 
to consider the judge as the ultimate 
arbiters of all constitutional ques-
tions.’’ He also said, ‘‘It is one which 
would place us under the despotism of 
an oligarchy,’’ meaning government of 
the select few. Very interesting that 
Jefferson and Madison, of all people, 
would be saying that. 
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